
“, ..\ -Management Co@lex 
*i--“+ ---m__l-~J *.</ 

Established: Late 1952 
Original Mission: Solid, low-level radioac- 
tive w-aste disposal; burial of transuranic 
waste and  hazardous substances. such as  
organic and  inorganic chemicals (-1970): 
storage of transuranic waste on  a  pad  above  
ground and  disposal of other waste in 20  
pits, 58  t renches and  2  1  soil vault rows 
(19X-present). 
Current Mission: Interim storage of 
transuranic waste: shipment of stored 
transuranic waste to WPP for permanent  
disposal. 
FFAICO Designation: Waste Area Group 7  
_.. _. ., _._ .__...I_ . . . . . -_._.__ .- .- . . . . . .._..~.I,__^__ 

Highlights 
l Ship@ 103  m3 of stored 

transuranic waste to W ’II’P 
l Kc&iced the volume of low-level 

waste in storage at the INEEI. to 
less than 800  mi 

l Treated 2.090 rn’ of low-level 
radioactive waste through 
compact ion and  sizing 

l I>isposcci of 4 ,260 rni of low-level 
radioactive waste in the disposal pit 

l Retrieved I5 drums of remote- 
handled transuranic waste 

l Began technology treatability 
studies, which, if useci, would 
permanent ly reduce the risk posecf  
hy  buried waste 

l Removed and  treated Ij.931 Ihs of 
volatile organic compouncis  

&As 
l Ship 1,160 rni (1,282 rn? cumula- 

tive t0 date) of storcci transuranic 
waste to WI Pi’ 

l Dispose of 3. I86 rni of low-level 
waste. 

1 

/ 

‘Transuranic waste shipments 

continue 

The Kaclioactive Waste  
Management  Complex expancied its 
operational and  \\‘aste characterization 
t:fforts in 2000.  instituting a  two-cre\v, 
seven-day work wreck. ‘f‘hc intensifiecl 
c:ffort was necessary hecause of the 
cielay in the opening of the Waste  
Isolation l’ilot Plant near  Carlshaci, NM. 

The  INtlI<I. completed 13  ship- 
ments of stored transuranic mixed 
tiehris waste to WI’1  in 2000.  for a  
lotal 103  mi (GO7 drums). As 01  
Februaq~ 200  1, another 2  1  shipments 
were completeci. A total of .$, 100  rni 
of stored transuranic waste 
( 15.000 drums) must be  shipped to 
WIPP by Dec. .3 1, 2002  to meet a  
!icttlcment Agreement milestone. 

Before the tirums of mixed debris 
waste can be  approved for shipment. 
their contents must be  icientified. The  
process, called characterizatit,n, is corn. 
plicated because almost half the chums 
(lo not meet WIPP’s requirements. For 
example, some drums contain too 
much liquid or bannet l  materials, or 
I hey  have  excessively high ratlioactivity 
levels, which requires the waste to 
receive further treatment or analysis. 

The Waste Isolation Pilot Plant was 
designed as a  permanent disposal site for 
defense-generated transuranic waste left 
from the research and production of 
nuclear weapons.  The facility is located in 
southeastern New Mexico, 26  miles east 
of Carlsbad. The facility’s disposal areas 
are excavated in an  ancient, stable salt 
formation 2,150 feet underground. 

The INEEl. expects to recc-ivc 
approval  to ship stored soliciifiecl 
transuranic \vastcs, composed primarily 
of sludges. by  April 2001.  

Approximately 60  percent of IX)l’s 
current imemory of cont3ft-hancllrci 
tr3nsul-;lnic-contar77inatetl waste is 
stored at the Radioactive Waste  
Management  Complex. The  1995  
Scttlcment Agreement hctwccn IXX 
ancl the state of I&ho requires that all 
of INl~l~lls stored transuranic \Gtste 
(currently about  64 ,WO nii of both 
contact- and  remote-handlecl t ransuran- 
ic wastes) is shippeci to WIPP for final 
disposal hy  2018.  The  INI’EI. expects . 
make ahout  4,000 shipments - approxi- 
mately 205,000 drum equivalents - of 
stored transuranic waste to the WIPP 
between now anci the end  of 20  18. 

Transuranic waste generally consists of 
protective clothing, equipment,  soils 
and  sludges that contain more than 100 
nanocuries of radioactive elements, such 
as plutonium, americium, neptunium 
and californicum. These wastes are 
called transuranic because they are 
heavier than uranium. Transuranic waste 
is divided into two categories, based on 
levels of radioactivity: 

l Contact-handled - can be handled 
under controlled condit ions without 
any shielding other than from the 
container itself. Most of the INEEL’s 
stored contact-handled waste is des- 
t ined for disposal at WIPE 

l Remote-handled - must be  handled 
and transported in shielded casks 
because the surface dose rate is above 
200 millirems per hour. Remote-han- 
dled waste shipments, anticipated to 
begin in late 2004 at the earliest, will 
use the newly-approved RH-726 car 
The cask, which resembles a  giant 
steel barbell, weighs about 37,000 
pounds when it is empty. 
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chnical solutions sought to speed 
up disposal process 

As one of the first DOE sites to 
acnd v,mte to W ’IPI? the INIEI. is also 
one of the Icadcrs in tcchnolo~y devel- 
opmrnt for transuranic \vaste shipment. 
13ecause the IVEEI. estimates that 
20-N percent of its stored transuranic 
tvaste dots not yet meet the N’ll’t’ waste 
acceptance criteria for disposal, the 
IINEEI. is aggressively developing solu- 
tions that include nondestructive assa) 
and examination. repackaging and 
processing technologies. 

One of- the new technologies 
already in use is the EXI’ER’I’ system. 
The system uses non-intrusive sensing 
and intelligent data processing to 
improve waste characterization and 
reduce some \vork efforts from a week 
to only a day 

Another ne\v technology MI)AS. 
can identify and assay fissile materials 
(such as. plutonium-2.39 and 
uranium -233 and -235) in one 

measurement instead of the multiple 
steps now rccluircd. 

~I~chnologies and capabilities 
+~lopcd at the INEEL can be used 

.,I-ass the 1)OE complex. For example. 
man)- technologies being developed fat 
better managing remote-handled Waste 
can be used in the future for spent 
nuclear f~icl. 

Low-level waste disposal 
exceeded goals 

Low-10.4 wastes disposed of at 
the Kadioacti\-e Waste Management 
(bmplex included +,260 ini of 
contact-handled low-level waste. Of 
that. 2.09-i ini was reduced in volume 
before disposal. An additional 83.3 mi 
of remote-handled low-lcvcl waste was 
also disposed of. 

Privatized treatment facility under 
construction 

(Construction of the Advanced 
Mixed Waste ‘Ii-eatmcnt Project f:lciliQ 
hcgan in 2000 and is currently ahead of 
schcdulc. ‘l’hc facility will repackage 
and treat the transuranic waste stored 

‘>oveground at the Radioactive Waste 
nagement Complex and then ship it 

I W ’IPf’ for final disposal. <:onstruction 
is expcctcd to be complete in 

I~ccember 2002 and operations will 
begin in March 200.3. 

More information can be found at 
www.amwtp.com. 

iatio 

Subsurface Disposal Area investiga- 
tion con tin ues 

‘l‘hc l)OII. WA and state of Idaho 
arc investigating the risks posed by 
waste buried before ITO at the 
T-acre Subsurface I)isposal Area. The 
area consists of 20 pits. 5X trenches and 
2 I soil vault rohvs. ‘l‘he results of the 
investigation will be used to identify 
and compare various remedial options. 
which include institutional controls: 
containment; in situ (in place) treat- 
mcnt: retrieval fi,llo\ved by treatment 
and disposal; or a combination of these 
approaches. 

[Inlike most landfills, the SDA has 
a comprehensive and dctailed informa- 
tion database of waste quantities and 
disposal locations. and f;tirly detailed 
information about where and how the 
\lastes \vere generated. The datahasc 
also contains waste retrieval data from 
as far hack as 196X. 

This information is being verified 
\\ith methods including probing and 
magnetic and shallow surface soil vapor 
surveys. The data that is collected will 
he used to more exactly detcrminc the 
nature and cxtcnt of the contamination, 
including the mass of volatile organic 
compounds remaining in the waste and 
the locations of specific waste streams. 

Extensive groundwatcr and vadosc 
zone monitoring arc also underway to 
learn more about current and potential 
contaminant migration, such as the 
rates at which uranium and carbon- 1-i 
arc being released. Information from 
monitoring also helps scientists 
understand how the nearby Big Lost 
River system influences contaminant 
migration. 

Organic vapor removal continues 

Organic vapors from more than 
1 .08 million pounds of carbon tetra- 
chloride, approximately 75 percent of 
the volatile organic compounds 
disposed of in the Subsurface Disposal 
Area, have migrated beneath the 
disposal area and into the aquifer. 

Completing the steps 
Disposing of contact-handled 
transuranic m ixed waste at W IPP 

Characterization 
l Identification of a waste container’s 

contents must meet stringent regulatory 
requirements, requiring extensive and 
repeated testing, data collection, gas 
venting and data validation. The process 
may take as long as 9 months. 

Packaging 
l Each transuranic waste drum is vented 
l A maximum of 14 drums, weighing a 

maximum of 1,000 Ibs each and totaling 
a maximum of 7,265 Ibs, are loaded 
into each TRUPACT-II shipping contain- 
er, the only container certified by the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission for 
shipping contact-handled wastes 

l A maximum of three TRIJPACT-II con- 
tainers with a total fissionable material 
limit of <7 curies/drum can be carried 
by each truck. 

Notification Requirements 
l Annual notifications by Jan. 31 
l Mid-year notification updates 
l &week shipment projections 
l 7-day notice for TRANSCOM, the 

Transportation Tracking and 
Communications System (see below) 

l A direct phone call 2 hours before 
crossing any state border. 

Shipment 
l ‘I!%) drivers are required 
l Driver inspections are made every 2 

hours or 100 miles 
l Trucks required to use the Interstate 

Highway System unless alternate routes 
have been previously specified 

l Satellites and other equipment track 
shipments (TRANSCOM system) 

l Emergency responders must be ready 
(DOE has trained more than 12,000 
emergency response professionals in 12 
states and 9 tribes. The training is sup- 
plemented with annual drills and exer- 
cises.) 

Potential issues 
l Availability of trucks and TRUPACT-II 

containers 
l Inventory availability that qualifies for 

transportation and disposal 
* Weather and road conditions, poor 

weather forecasts 
l Mechanical problems 
l State-conducted radiological and 

mechanical inspections (more stringent 
than regulations) 

l Incomplete loads ready for shipment 
l Interstate will be closed to radioactive 

waste shipment due to 2002 Olympics 
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Scientists instail a probe to 
Information about the was 
Subsurface Disposal Area. 

add to their 
te buried in ?he 

The v2pors mw-e relc:tscd from dctcri- 
0r:iting drums and boxes containing 
various degreascrs and solvents. 
Vokitilc organic coiiipoui~ds xi-c the 
greatest near-term risk to the aquifer. 

A mpor \;~~LILII~~ extraction 
process has been uaccl since 19% to 
extract the vapors ;mtl destroy them 
\vith 3 thermal oxitkttion procc’ss. ‘Ii) 
date. the technology has destroyd 
more’ than XL.000 11~s of volatile 
0rg:inic compounds. 

Probing for information 

Since Occcmbcr 1999. probes 
lime 1x~1i used at tiic Subsurf;icc 
IXsposal :\rc;i to Icarn niorct ;ibotit thr 

DOE awarded a contract for the Advanced Mixed Waste ‘l’reatment Project to 
13NF1, Inc. in 1996. ‘I%e company, based in Fairfax. WI.. provides nuclear waste 
management services. including clcct,ininissit)nil~~, engineering, spent-fuel storage 
and nuclear materials handling. 

Gnckr  the contract, BNFI. Inc. is responsible for designing, constructing and 
operating a facility for treating ;ipproximately 65,000 rni of mixed tmnsuranic :md 
alpha low-level waste. The completed facili& will be a two-story industrid structure 
that is centrally located within the %-acre Transuranic Storage Arc:t. 

Original plans for the facility incluclecl an incinerator. which 
would have been used to destroy polychlorinatctl biphenyls 
(1’CBs) and other organic compounds in the wastes so they would 
be acceptable for shipment to WIPE? The DOE agree cl not to build 
the incinerator as part of a settlement reached with litigants in n 
lawsuit brought against the agency. Because most of the waste that 
will be treated at the facility will not require incineration, the 
DOE has concluded that its legal obligations to remove the waste 
under the Settlement Agreement will not be jeopardized. 

More information on the AMWL’P facility can be fknd :tt 
www.amwtp.com. 

A huge tent was erected 
over the site of the future 
AMWTP facility, allowing 
construction to continue 
through the winter. 
A 4100 ton crane was 
later used to remove tr. 
enclosure. 
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aste Treatment, 
Storage and Disposal 

During 2000. 14 shipments 
(or 1 .i .M’I‘liM) of spent nuclear fuel 
Lvere recrivd from other I1.S. Naval 
Uuclcar Propulsion Program activities. 
The spent fiwl wis inspected and tmns- 
fcrrcti to the Idaho Nuclear ‘Ikchnolo~~ 
and linginerring Ccntcr for temporary 
storage. 

Preparations are underway for the 
dry storagt’ of spent nuclear fuel. 
including the Naval spent nuclear fuel 
currently stored at the idaho Nuclear 
Rchnolo~~ and Engineering Center, at 
the Naval Reactors Facility ‘The fud will 
cventuaily be transferred to an interim 
or final repository outside Idaho. 

One MTHM (metric ton of heavy metal) 
is equal to 2,200 pounds of uranium. 

emediation 
Kemeciiation continues at nine 

rcleasc sites identified in the 1YH3 
Record of Decision. ‘I‘hc effort 
primarily includes excavating and 
consolidating soils contaminated with 
low levels of raciionuclides. 

Highlights 
l Received 16 shipments of Naval 

spent nuclear fuel for ex:tmination 
and interim storage 

l Sent 33 shipments of naval spent 
nuclear fuel to the Idaho Nuclear 
Tdinology and Engineering Center 

l Continued remcdiation actions on 
or ahead of schedule. 

Goals 
l fkceivc 3 shipments of spent 

nuclear fuel from I1.S. Navy for 
examination and interim storage 

l Begin dry storage of naval spent 
nuclear fuel 

l Continue remediation actions. 

e National 

Waste Treatment, 
Storage and Disposal 

Technology selected; EBR-II spent 
nuclear fuel treatment begins 

As directed by a Record of 
Decision signcti in .X)00. Argonne 
National Laboratory-West began 
treating the sodium-bonded spent 
nuclear fuel from their Experimental 
Breeder Keactor-II. Spent nuclear fuel 
from the reactor has been stored at 
Argonne National Laboratory-WC’est 
since the reactor was shut down in 
199 4. A small amount of sodium- 
bontled spent nuclear fuel from some 

‘Wk-era programs is storcci at the 
ho Nuclear ‘kchnology ;md 

..igineering Center. 
The treatment technology, in 

development for the I:tst decade. is an 

eIectrometalIurgicai process that 
reduces overall volume and produces 
more stable waste forms. ‘I‘hc process 
removes the reactive metal sodium 
component from the spent nuclear fuel 
anti converts the long-iivcd transuranic 
elements and fission products into 
ceramic and metallic waste forms. 

The technology also has potential 
for treating other forms of sodium- 
bonded spent nuclear fuel, such as the 

,‘- 

Sodium-bonded spent nuclear fuel is 
distinguished from other reactor spent 
nuclear fuel by the presence of 
metallic sodium, (a highly reactive 
material),. metallic uranium and 
plutonium (which are also potentially 
reactive). This fuel may a/so contain 
highly enriched uranium. 

Established: 1949 
Operated by: Bechtel Bettis, Inc. for DOE’s 
Office of Naval Reactors 
Original Mission: Naval Nuclear Propulsion 
Program engineering and materials testing; 
preparation of Naval spent nuclear fuel for 
recovery of fissile material: nuclear operator 
training. 
Current Mission: Research, inspection and 
examination of naval spent nuclear fuel at the 
Expended Core Facility: temporary storage of 
naval spent nuclear fuel and special case 
waste; preparation and examination of devel- 
opmental materials including nuclear fuel 
from INEEL’s Advanced Test Reactor. 
FFA/CO Designation: Waste Area Group 8 

Established: 1957 
Operated by: IJniversity of Chicago for DOE 
Original Mission: Tested nuclear reactors 
and reactor safety systems, including the 
Experimental Breeder Reactor-II (19641994). 
Current Mission: Stabilization, management 
and storage of spent nuclear fuel; storage of 
transuranic waste; large-scale advanced reac- 
tor development. 
FFAICO Designation: Waste Area Group 9 
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Argonne National Laboratory - West 

Highlights 
l I~~ga~~~~lectrometallurgical treat- 

ment of EISK-I1 sodium-bontietl 
qxnt nucle;lr fild (m FF&(X) 
milestone) 

l Complctetl two-yxr phytorclllc- 
di:ition field dcinoiistr;ttions 

l (k~mpletctl excavation and dis- 
pod of cont;rmin;rtccl soil at 
portions of two sites wlierc phy- 
toremediation w2s dt2terniinetl lo 
he inipractic:d 

l I’rovitlctl visual cxanination 2nd 
repackaging services for the 
effort to ship storctf trzmsur;mic 
\\‘astC’ out of Itlaho to \YlI’I? 

Goals 
l Continue clectrometallurgi~~~l 

treatment of EBK-II sodium- 
lxmcicd spa1t nucle:1r fuel 

l (:omplrtc all Site ‘l‘reatment l’l;ui 
milcstoncs for vwtc hacklog 

l Continue suplwrting INIil31.~s 
tr;msur;lnic \v:ibte progr;im. 

5.1 metric tons of I+rmi-I reactor fuel 
currently stored at the Icl:tho ‘VUC~~;II- 
‘lticlinolo~~ aiici I;ngiwc7ing (kitcar. 

ANL- W helps move transuranic 
waste 

Argonne Uatiod I.~ii,or;ilor)-\~i’st 

supportal the INI<fll,‘s tr;lnsiirmic 

mxstc prcqy;ln~ \\,ith vihwl t-s;unin;ltion 

:lntl rqmckaging sc1Ticcs. Ik)tli steps 

arc’ 2 ncccss;ir~~ pm of prqxlring 

tr;insitr;inic \vastc for ahipmcnt out 

of’ Iciaho. 

Two-year phytoremediation field 
studies complete 

1 “Prairie Cascade’ wii!av~~s extract chromiiim, seienitim, silver 
and mercury from toiltarninated soi/ af rhree sites Oi;e of 
the metal-extracting wiiiow trees is u~prooted during hardest 



INEEL’s surface area is investigated 

A comprehensive investigation of 
c0ntaminatc.d areas of the I;tnd surface 
acr~~ss the INEEL was completed in 
2000. The investigation encompassetl 

impacts to air, surface soils and surface 

\Glter from the INI~EI,‘s activities. The 
investigation inclutlcs all ctf the areas 
outside kicility hounclaries ab \v\icll as 
the Expcrimrntal Breeder Reactor-I 
Boiling Water Reactor Expcrimcnt. 
((;roundw;iter concerns, specifically the 
contflmination of the Eastern Snake 
River Plain Aquifer that unclcriics the 
INEEI., \vill hc addressed separately.) 

Shoshone-Bannock Tribes offer input 

The INIiI:.I. contracted clirectly with 
the Shost~onc-I~annock ‘Ii-ihes of the 
Fort Iiall Indian Resc3-vation for their 

It to thr comprehensive invcstiga- 
The ‘I’ril~cs‘ members traditionally 

~~ccupied the INEEI. area ancl continue 
to use it for many cultural and econom- 
ic purposes. The ‘l’rihrs sumrnarizecl 
what is important to them in defining 
and remediating risks to human and 
environmental health. The report 
suggests that corrective action be taken 
to corrwt changtzi. disturbances, and 
pcrcciveti voids in the native lanciscapc 
cw~loy,~-. thcrchy restoring halance to 
the uni\wse. 

Risk to INEEL’s ecology studied 

Site-w+& ecological risk asscss- 
ment activities m-we complrtecl as part 
of the cctmprehensive investigation. 
The assessment integrated the results 
of the individual ecological risk assess- 
ments that wcrc contluctecl previousi! 
with additional clata collcctcd for this 
effort. The results of the assessment 
will he included in a Proposed Plan, 
expected to be issued in LOO 1. 

Animal and plant samples from 
the Boiling Water Reactor Experiment-1 
(130R,2X-I) arca were studied t0 
determine whether an enginccrcd 
harrier is keeping buried contamina- 
tion from coming into contact with 
the environment. 

The sampie~ that were gather4 
either containeci no contamination or 
hacl contamination levels similar to 
levels in plants antI animals outside the 
IN13Ill.~s I~oundaries. Future studies may 
inciutic using methods to examine 
DNA in animals living at the INfEI~, 
looking for signs of genetic damage 
that might inclicatr exposure to con- 
taminants. 

Groundwater monitoring 
g,Ptintiwalri continues 

Additional monitoring wells were 
tlrillctl to c’xpanci scientific untlerstand- 
ing of the geologic structures beneath 
the INEliI. and contamimmt movcmrnt. 

‘I%e INEEl. lies Lvithin the original aboriginal territories of the Shoshtme- 
Rannock Tribes of the Fort Hall reservation. A wide variety of natural and cultural 
resources and weas at the INEEL directly reflect the ‘l’rihes cultuml heritage. These 
resources are of gre;\t importance in the maintenance of trib:d spiritual and 
cultural values ancf activities. oral tratlition and history, mental and economic 
\vell-being and overall quality of life. 

The 1)OE has long acknowledged its c:ommitment to protect not only the 
health ancl safety of the Tribes hut also the environment and cuitur:tl resources 
that are essential to their subsistence and culture. 

In the holistic worldvicw of the Siloshone-I~;tnnc,ck Tribes, lancl, :tir. water, 
,I;mts, animals and humans arc all intcrconnectect. <;h;mges and losses in the 

mce in nature that affects all things. 

ktablisbed: 1940s 
kiginal Mission: Naval proving ground and 
gunnery range; National Reactor ‘lest@ Station. 
&rent Mission: Buffer area to protect 
tational security interests and the public. 
EA/CO Designation: Waste Area Group 10 

Established: 1940s 
Original Mission: Nuclear reactor research. 
Current Mission: National Historic 
Landmark for Experimental Breeder Reactor-I. 
the first reactor to produce usable amounts of 
electricity 
FFA/CO Designation: Waste Area Group 6 

Highlights 
l Contracted with Shoshone- 

I3;mnock Tribes for assessment of 
Native Americ;m concerns. 

Goals 
l Complete investigation of 

surface contamination areas 
l (Zompletc site-wide ecological 

risk assessment 
l Issue a Proposect Plan :mci com- 

plete a Record of Decision for 
the comprehensive investigation 
of site-wide ecological risk, mis- 
cella~~eous surface sites ancl the 
Experimental Breeder Reactor- 
I/Boiling Water Reactor 
Experiment arca (an I:FhicO 
milestone) 

25 



N/A 

0 
Action completed 

Record of Decision pending 

Cleanup action in progress 

0 Action completed; routine monitoring ongoing 

0 Action completed; routine monitoring ongoing 

0 Action completed; routine monitoring ongoing 

Groundwater interim Action 

Groundwater Final Action 

Comarehensive 

Y Comments 

65 
0 
0 

0 

N/A 

63 
0 

01 
N/A 

e, 

0 

Test Reacter Area 
Warm Waste Pond 

Perched Water 

Comnrehensive 

Idaho N&ear Techetogy 
aad ~gi~i~ Center 

Comnrehensive Cleanup design in progress 

Interim action in progress Tank Farm 

Ceatral Facilities Area 
Motor Pool Pond N/A 

0 

0 
N/A 

0 

Investigation determined no action necessary 

Action completed; routine monitoring ongoing 

Cleanup action in progress 

Landfills 

Comprehensive 

Wasto Roductiee BperaBeas Cemplenl 
Peer Bw%t FacRRy 

PBF Evaporation Pond 

ARA Chemical Evaporation Pond 

Action completed; routine monitoring ongoing 

Investigation determined no action necessary 

Action completed; routine monitoring ongoing 

Cleanup action in progress 

Stationary Low-Power Reactor-l/ 
Boiling Water Reactor Experiment 

Comprehensive 

Included in Waste Area Group 10 Areas Outside Facility Boundaries investigation Exgerimeetal Breeder Reactor-l/ 
Beiliag Water Reacter Exgeriment 
Radioactive Waste 
Macho Complex 

Pit 9 

Pad A  

Vadose Zone 

Comprehensive 

Naval Reactors Facitii 
Industrial Waste Ditch 

Comprehensive 

Argonne National 
Laboratory-West 

Comprehensive 

Baake River P tat d 
~~11~~ B 

Comprehensive (Areas Outside Facility 
Boundaries, EBiWBoil ing Water Reactor Experiment) 

Snake River Plain Aquifer 
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Design in progress 

Action completed; routine monitoring ongoing 

Action in progress 

Investigation in progress 

0 

0 Action completed; routine monitoring ongoing 

Cleanup in progress 

Cleanup in progress 

Investigation nearing completion 

Investigation in progress 



‘tutional Plan defines vision 

The INElX Institutional Plan 
explains the labor;ttory’s plans for the 
nrxt five years. The god is tn increase 
research and dcvclopment for the 
nation’s environmental. energy security 
and science neetls while continuing to 
remecliatc contaminated areas of the 
rnvironment. As site remecliation nears 
completion. the laboratory’s primary 
mission is expected to shift to research 
;tncI development as a significant 
national applied engiwering resource. 
C:ontinuing collaboration u-ith universi- 
ties ;incI other national labor;itories and 
completing ;i ne\v Subsurtjce 
Gcoscitrncc I.abor;itory by 2006 will be 
extremely import;mt. 

‘Ii) meet the laboratory’s goal. two 
key challenges must he solvcA. The 
lNlit:I. must close the gq7 bewren 
DOE’s budget for environmental remc- 
cliation and the costs of meeting 
regulatoiy requirements. Iii addition. 
the IN13111. must undergo ;1 successful 
revitalization effort. ensuring 
appropriate investments are ma& in 
&:4lities. equipment anti people. 

.eting Budget Challenges 

E;tch fiscal year the INliEI. defines a 
budget necessary to mwt all its immc- 
diatc regulatory and remediation 

requirements. The budget also includes 
the amounts necessary to rrach its 
future goals and milestones. 

‘l’he INEEI, suhmits the budget to 
IX113 HeacicIu:trters in Wishington I).<;., 
where it is balanced with budget 
requests from other 1101’ facilities and 
programs. ‘I‘hc DOE then submits its 
0vrr:ill budget request tn the Officr of 
Management 3rd Hutlgct. ‘I‘he Office of 
Management and 13udget balances the 
1X)13‘s reclurst with other government 
;tgcwcirs and programs. ‘1%~ I’rrsidcnt’s 
priorities arc then fartorcd into the 
huclgcat md the huclgct is submitted to 
Congrcass. ‘1%~ overall budget requests 
must be approved by both the I louse 
anti the Senate and signed by the 
President. In other words, the INI3X’s 
huclgct is drtcrmincd by vote. 

‘l‘hc INEEI,‘s projected budget 
requirements fix meeting its remedia- 
tion and regulatory obligations requires 
increased cxpenclitures. An incrcasccl 
budget. however. is not likely. rithcr 
now or in thr future. As a result, the 
INEEI. will he rccluired to bc even more 
innovative to meet aI1 its remcdiation 
goals and regulatory rccluircmcnts with 
increasingly limited resources. 

‘l’hc complctc text of the INIiIil,‘s 
Institutional Plan is on the web at 
www.inel.gov/documents/ip2001/ 
overview.trtml. 

The lNEEl.‘s 890 square miles 
contains the 74.000 acre Sagebrush 
Steppe Ecosystem Reserve, the 
largest rxpmse of undisturbed. 
native sagebrush- 
anywhere in the I‘.S. 
More than 
270 animal 
species and 400 
plant species are 
found at the 
INIXI. - some 
found nowhere else. 

An analysis is underway of 
potential cumulative risk to the 
reserve and the remainder of the 
IN131<I,‘s environment. The results of 
the analysis will be included in a 
Proposcti Plan for site-wide 
ecological risk, miscellaneous sur- 
face sites and the Iixperimcntal 
Brecclcr Reactor-1 :Boiling Water 
Reactor Experiment area to be 
issued in 2001. 

More information can bc~ found 
on the INflit. I~nvironmentnl 
Su~eillancr. Education and 
Rcscarch Program websitc at 
www.stotter-estxcom. 



The ~001 Progress rrport provides the public with an overview of INEEI. waste stomge. trcattnrnt. and disposal; 
remediation; and public involvement activities. The rc-port is an aunual sufq~ft-ment LO the DOE’s IATZL 
Reporter. which is produced bimonthly hy the 11NlXl. 13wirnnm~ntnl M;tnagcmrnt Program 
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For More Information about ihe INEEL 

lNf<I:l. ltcgion:~l Of’ficc - Hoiw 
~00 Park l~c~ulev;~rtl. Suite ‘90 
Hoi.sr, If) X37 IL 
(LOX) j.w9571 

Environmental Management Program 
P.O. Box 1625 
Idaho Falls, ID 83415-3911 

Address Service Requested I 


